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Amendment, filed 5/16/06 has been entered. Claims 1-30 remain pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. Claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 9, 13-15, 25 and 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mikiya in view of Kennedy (US 6,167,255). 

2. Regarding claims 1, 4, 9, 13, 25 and 27-29, Mikiya substantially teaches the limitations 
of claims 1, 9, 13 and 27-29: 

An in- vehicle data system (car emergency system on Fig. 1-3 and [0004]) comprising: 

A vehicle telecommunication device for two-way voice and data communication between 
the vehicle and a remote telecommunication device (two-way radio 2 on Fig. 1-3 operating as a 
cellular phone on Fig. 1 and with an external computer 9 on Fig. 2 [0004]); 
An external computer (external computer 9 on Fig. 2 and [0020]); 
A host processor (CPU 7, receiving the alarm signal, and selection circuitry 4 on Fig. 2, 
producing a control signal for switch 5 as shown on Fig. 2 and [0020] and [0021]) 
including: 

A second communication port having an input coupled with the vehicle 
communication device and an output (by-directional modem 6, connected with radio 2 
through switch 5 on Fig. 2), and 

A first communication port having an input coupled with the external computer 
and an output (by-directional connection between external computer 9 and switch 5 on 
Fig. 2); and 
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A switch circuit (switch 5 on Fig.2) responsible to a control signal from the host 
processor (control signal from selection circuitry 10 on Fig. 2 and [0015]) for coupling 
the external computer to one of the output of the first communication port and the input 
of the second communication port (connecting the external computer 9 to the radio 2 in 
one position of switch 5 shown on Fig. 2 for the computer data communication) and for 
coupling the vehicle telecommunication device to one of the output of the second 
communication port and the external computer (connecting radio 2 to modem 6 through 
the other position of switch 5 for emergency communication). 
Mikiya does not teach external computer connected to the system through a connector and 
external computer providing a ready control signal. 

Kennedy teaches external computer connected to the system through a connector (laptop 
computer 30 on Fig. 1, connected with the host computer/system 12 through bus 32, inherently 
comprising a connector, because computer 38 is a laptop and connection of the host system with 
a laptop require a connector 7:54-8: 10) and external computer providing a ready control 
signal/predetermined code (external computer is integrated into the host computer/system 12, 
inherently producing a ready control signal/predetermined code, because ready control signal is 
essential for the computers integration into a LAN as disclosed on 8:5-10 to exchange 
information with the other elements of the LAN 7:57-62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to add external computer connected to the system through a connector and external 
computer providing a ready control signal of Kennedy to the system of Mikiya to make the 
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system flexible by adding a connector for a detachable external computer/laptop and integrating 
the laptop into the system. 

In addition, regarding claim 25, producing a control signal in response to the ready 
control signal is inherent in the system of Mikiya in view of Kennedy, because the control signal 
is essential for the system to connect an external computer through switch 5, in the system of 
Mikiya, after the external computer is integrated into the host system per the integration process 
of Kennedy, producing a ready control signal. 

In addition, regarding claims 28 and 29, Mikiya teaches automatic connection of the 
external computer to the radio [0004] and the integration process of Kennedy inherently requires 
monitoring the data transmitted from the laptop to the host computer, because any protocol for 
computer integration will require monitoring the data/commands of the other computer at the 
integration stage). 

3. Regarding claims 6, 7, 14 and 15, Mikiya teaches telecommunication device as a radio 
telephone and a cellular phone (Abstract and [0018]). 

4. Claims 2, 8, 16-20, 26, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mikiya in view of Kennedy. 

5. Regarding claims 8, 16 and 30 Mikiya in view of Kennedy teach all the limitations of the 
parent's claims (see rejection of claims 1, 6, 9 and 14 above). 

6. Regarding claims 8 and 16 Mikiya does not teach using satellite phone as the vehicle 
telecommunication device. 
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Kennedy teaches using satellite phone fro communication between a mobile unit 12, as shown on 
Fig. 1, and network switching center 14 8:12-20. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use satellite phone of Kennedy in the system of Mikiya to extend the range of the system use 
to the areas not covered by cellular telephone communications. 

7. Regarding claim 30, Mikiya in view of Kennedy does not teach mounting the connector 
at a dash of the vehicle. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to mount the connector at a dash of the vehicle in the system of Mikiya in view of Kennedy, 
because a dash in the vehicle is an obvious choice for the location of the connector as it close and 
convenient location for the driver. 

8. Regarding claims 2, 17-20 and 26, Mikiya in view of Kennedy substantially teaches the 
limitations of claims 17 and 25: (see claim 1 rejection above), including in response to a ready 
control signal coupling the external computer to the radio (inherently part of the system, because 
when the external computer is integrated into the system it is automatically connected to two- 
way radio data communication [0004]) and in response to a predetermined event disconnect the 
external computer from the radio and connect the radio to the host system [0020]. 

Mikiya in view of Kennedy does not teach coupling the host to the radio in absence of the ready 
control signal. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to add coupling the host to the radio in absence of the ready control signal to the system of 
Mikiya in view of Kennedy, because the absence of the ready control signal from the external 
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computer indicates that the computer is not ready for the data communication, therefore 
connecting the radio to the host prepares the system for an emergency communication, making 
the delay between the emergency event and the radio request for help shorter. 
9. Regarding claim 21, Mikiya in view of Kennedy substantially teaches the limitations of 
claim 17 (see claim 17 rejection above). 

Mikiya in view of Kennedy (portion of the teachings relied on in the rejections above) 
does not teach determining a priority among events in the vehicle, detecting an event and if the 
external computer is engaged in two way communication, comparing priority of the detected 
event with the priority for the two-way communication, and interrupting the two-way 
communication according to the priority comparison. 

Kennedy teaches determining a priority among events in the vehicle (identifying service 
from a service center 4:24-28 as non-critical application and assigning it standard priority 11:12- 
16 in comparison with critical emergency application 1 1 : 19-29), detecting an event (car crash 
1 1 : 19-23) and if the external computer is engaged in two way communication (non-emergency 
communication with service center 16), comparing priority of the detected event with the priority 
for the two-way communication (identifying car crash as critical application in comparison with 
non-critical communication with service center), and interrupting the two-way communication 
according to the priority comparison (upgrading the priority of service message 58 with the 
emergency information 11:19-29). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to add determining a priority among events in the vehicle, detecting an even and if the 
external computer is engaged in two way communication, comparing priority of the detected 
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event with the priority for the two-way communication, and interrupting the two-way 
communication according to the priority comparison to the system of Mikiya in view of Kennedy 
to increase safety of the vehicle, by giving priority to safety related applications. 

10. Claims 5, 10-12 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mikiya in view of Kennedy in further view of EIA/TIA 232 standard. 

Mikiya in view of Kennedy teach first and second communication circuits/ports coupling the 
host with the switch and external computer or telecommunication device (shown on Fig. 2 and in 
rejections of claims 1 and 17 above). 

Mikiya in view of Kennedy does not teach first and second communication circuits as serial 
communication circuits and utilizing the standard commands on them. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use serial communication circuits of 232 standard, including the standard commands, in the 
system of Mikiya in view of Kennedy, to make the system compatible with numerous computers 
using serial 232 circuits for an external connection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 1 . Claim 3 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 
12. Applicant's arguments filed 5/16/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

On pages 10-12 of the Response, Applicant argues that Kennedy teaching of computer 
integration/connection into a network does not comprise a ready control signal. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Kennedy teaches Personal Computer (laptop) integration into a LAN and ready control signal is 
inherently part of the PC to LAN interface. 

In support of the ready signal inherency, Examiner is referring to RS-232 standard, implemented 
on all personal computers (IBM compatible and Apple) since IBM introduction of PC in 1981 
(ITU/CCITT-EIA-Bell RS-232, lonestar.org, pages 1-4). 

This widely used standard comprises connector DB 25, wherein there are two pins designated for 
Ready signals (pin #6 DCE ready and pin #20 DTE ready) or DB 9, comprising the same pins, 
numbered as 6 and 4 (Halsall, Data communications, computer networks and Open systems, 
Addison- Wesley, 1995, pagesl, 2, 82 and 83). 

Therefore laptop of Kennedy inherently comprises RS 232 interface to connect to the LAN, 
because all PCs comprise RS-232 interface, which uses ready control signal. 
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Conclusion 

13. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dmitry Levitan whose telephone number is (571) 272-3093. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 to 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris To can be reached on (571) 272-7529. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Dmitry Levitan 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 



